The 2019 Presidential Election is one of the most keenly and closely contested in the history of Nigerian Presidential Elections since the colonial and post-independence period. The election was heralded with tensions, accusations and counter-accusations, intense campaign, trade of blames by the ruling and major opposition parties and other related issues. This study examined the process of the conduct of the 2019 Presidential Election, the outcome and analysis of the voting pattern and its implications. The work adopted both primary and secondary sources of data. The primary source is the direct participant observation where the author was part of the process of the election as a collation officer for the Presidential Election in one of the local governments in Nigeria. The research also observed directly on a live broadcast the presentation of the results by the state returning officers where the results were collected and used for analysis. The secondary sources include the use of books, journals and internet sources. The data obtained was presented in a thematic form using tables and statistical interpretations. The research discovered that the outcome of the 2019 General Election continued to reflect the voting pattern in Nigeria where ethno-religious and regional affiliations determine how the electorates choose their President even though, the two major contenders this time emerged from the same region unlike the previous situations. The research recommends that there is a need for massive enlightenment among the electorates towards choice of leaders based on performance and not sentiments.
Introduction
Election is the process of choosing leaders in a democratic process where a legitimate change of government is constitutionally allowed (Johari, 2011) . Election in Nigeria has been taking place since 1922 and since that period, election occurred continuously until 1960 when the political
Literature review
In this segment, a thorough critical review of some issues related to the subject matter of study are presented using some selected sub-themes that are most relevant to the field of study. As such, the following were discussed under the following sub-headings: Elections in Nigeria, voting pattern in Nigeria and Presidential Elections in Nigeria.
Elections in Nigeria
Election in Nigeria relies on two major legal documents which are the 1999 Constitution as Amended and the Electoral Act 2010. The Independent National Electoral Commission (INEC) is the agency that is saddled with the responsibility of the conduct of elections and other related matters such as registration and de-registration of political parties, regulating the conducts and activities of contestants and political parties and designing regulations for the electorates towards the conduct of the election proper. The INEC has been perceived as one of the challenges of electoral conduct in Nigeria due to alleged corruption, partiality, irregularities, shoddy preparations and lack of expertise and professionalism among others (The Centre for Public Policy Alternatives, 2015) .
Election in Nigeria usually has the political culture and voting pattern of ethnicity, religion and regionalism which is part of the issues that are bedeviling the successful choice of good leaders in the country (Abdullahi, 2015) . Closely related to the above is the politics of winning at all cost where elections in Nigeria are marred with rigging, violence, manipulation of results and intimidation of opposition and their supporters using the apparatus of security personnel and political thugs (Auwal, 2015) . Election in Nigeria took the dimension of money politics where vote buying, godfatherism, bribery, corruption, overspending, violation of electoral rules and other irregularities affected the process and its outcome (Sule et al., 2018) . The phenomenon of money politics reached its zenith in Nigerian politics during the 2015 Presidential Election.
The political elites found it expedient to manipulate religion as the easiest means of acquiring power because of their failure to deliver their responsibilities. Politics has been turned into a business venture in Nigeria for self-services and personal accumulation of wealth. The religious clerics are bought and corrupted by the politicians to sway the voters' opinion into submission to religious sentiments in politics. This has been reported by Sule et al. (2018) .
The political culture in Nigeria is that of the politics of violence, zero-sum game, militarism, utilisation of thugs by politicians and the use of all available means to secure power at all cost including killings, political assassination, intimidation of opposition and voters. Because of the elites' nature of capturing power at all cost for personal gain, election in Nigeria is turned into a war-like affair (Falola & Heaton, 2008) .
Election can thus, be held peacefully, safely and fairly if the process of the conduct is improved. One of the ways is to prevent rigging through e-voting which will make the voters' choice to count and to ensure policy compliance from the politicians. There should be aggressive public awareness creation on the evil consequences of involvement in rigging, violence and all sorts of manipulation from the electorates. Furthermore, election can be held safely if the politics of ethnicity, religion and regionalism are mitigated.
Voting pattern in Nigeria
History is one of the major factors behind the voting pattern in Nigerian politics and electoral process. Nigeria as it is today, was a formation of an arbitrary colonial interest where the British colonisers decided in 1914 to amalgamate the Northern and Southern Protectorates under Governor Lord Lugard and named it the British Colony of Nigeria. After political independence, the multi-ethnic, multi-religious and contiguous regions that formed the present-day Nigeria failed to melt towards national integration because the populace is identifying their ethnic identities as more important than the national unity (Falola & Heaton, 2008) .
Voters' turnout determines the voting pattern of the electorates also during Presidential Elections in this country. Political apathy is recorded in General Elections in Nigeria because of the attitude of the political office holders who promised earth and heaven to the voters during electioneering campaign and after assumption of power, reneged against their promises and transformed themselves into emperors who enrich themselves from the public treasury at the expenses of developmental projects (Sule et al., 2017) . Voting pattern in Nigeria can take three major approaches; the sociological, party identification and rational choice (Mudasiru, 2015) .
Presidential elections in Nigeria
Presidential Election in Nigeria started during the Second Republic (1979 Republic ( -1984 when the country dropped the parliamentary system of government after the bloody coup in 1966. From 1979 to date, Presidential Election took place nine (9) times in the history of the country. The first two elections occurred in the Second Republic in 1979 and 1983. Another took place in 1991 during the Aborted Third Republic which was eventually annulled. In the Fourth Republic, six (6) Presidential Elections took place during 1999, 2003, 2007, 2011, 2015 and 2019. An analysis of the Presidential Election in Nigeria will reveal a pattern of voting behaviour where the electorates are voting according to ethnic, religious and regional belongings. For instance, the 1979 Presidential Election disclosed that the three major contenders; Alhaji Shehu Shagari of National Party of Nigeria (NPN), Obafemi Awolowo of Unity Party of Nigeria (UPN) and Dr Nnamdi Azikiwe of the Nigerian Peoples Party (NPP) gained their votes from their respective political regions. The same phenomenon replicated itself in the 1983 Presidential Election (Akinboye & Anifowose, 2008; Sule et al., 2017) . In the Fourth Republic, the Presidential Election was contested six times in 1999, 2003, 2007, 2011, 2015 and 2019 and all the contests present ethnic and religious influence among the voters either directly or indirectly.
In 2011, President Jonathan from the South contested under the platform of PDP while Muhammadu Buhari under the Congress for Progressive Change (CPC). The votes were shared regionally with Buhari winning in the North and Jonathan in the South. Jonathan won the contest and the same contestants resurfaced in 2015 but, this time around, Buhari won (Sule et al., 2018) . The 2019 Presidential Election saw another dimension where the two major strong contenders; President Muhammadu Buhari of the APC and Alhaji Atiku Abubakar of the PDP emerged both from the North and both of them are from the Hausa/Fulani ethnic group and are also Muslims by religion. However, the voting pattern indicates a surprising result where the Hausa/Fulani Muslims voted massively for President Muhammadu Buhari while the Northern Christians and the Southsouth and Southeast voted for Atiku with the votes spoilt between the two in the Southwest. These are shown in the tables in the discussion section. The summary of the history of Presidential Elections in Nigeria is presented below in a tabular form. The results of the Presidential Elections in the history of Nigeria are clearly pointing towards ethnic, religious and regional voting for instance, the 1979 Presidential election was between a northerner Alhaji Shehu Usman Aliyu Shagari and a southerner Chief Obafemi Awolowo and the same phenomenon resurfaced itself in the 1983 Presidential Election. A detailed analysis of the result disclosed that voters cast their votes based on the candidates' ethnic, religious and regional background. 
Methods and study area
The work relied on both primary and secondary sources of data collection and a qualitative method of data analysis. The primary sources are the direct participant observation by the author being an active part of the 2019 Presidential Election process as a collation officer in Gombe Local Government. In addition to this, the author participated in the process of live declaration of the result via television channel called "Channel' where the author gathered primarily the raw results, compiled them, analysed them and interpret them in the discussion section. The secondary sources involve books, journals, newspapers, internet sources and existing relevant materials on the subject matter. The secondary sources were used for a critical review of related literature, formation of theoretical framework to strengthen the arguments in the discussions.
The data gathered were presented and analysed using a qualitative method of data analysis where themes were formed in a sub-heading for discussions. Tables were used for the presentation of some statistical figures such as percentage of the voters' turnout, parties' performance in the election and the margin of win as well as other related issues.
Theoretical framework
This work adopted the Rational Choice Theory of Election in explaining the context of this work. The Rational Choice Theory of Election is a political economy approach towards understanding the nature and pattern of voters' choice during election in a particular democratic setting. The Theory originates from the writings of Anthony Downs (1957) in his discourse of "An Economic Theory of Democracy". Another scholar behind the postulation of this theory is Kenneth Arrow (1986).
The Rational Choice Theory of Election identifies that political behaviour and voting pattern of the electorates is a rational choice based on some indicators such as economic benefit, resources allocation, distribution of goods and services, allocation of juicy political offices and favour (Downs, 1957; Arrow, 1986) . This view has been consolidated by Farber (2009) . Rational Choice Theory of Election is either evaluative or non-evaluative according to Downs (1957) and Arrow (1986) . Evaluative is the process of measuring and evaluating the performances of regimes to determine whether they deserve voters' choice or not and, in this regard, rationality is based on performance measurement. The non-evaluative is based on clientelistic considerations such as favouritism, patronage, ethnicity, religion, regionalism and family. Lindberg & Morrison (2008) observed that elections in African countries are mostly considered on clientelistic rationalism where the ethnic, religious and regional cleavages are given much consideration. Furthermore, Lindberg and Weghorst (2010) identified what they called "Swing votes" in developing democracies like Nigeria where they analysed that ethnic, religious, patronage and clientel satisfaction of the voters when measured with evaluation of performances of the leaders in office can influence the outcome of an election.
The theory is directly applicable within the context of this study since voting is recognised as a rational choice based on performances and clientel considerations. The results of the past Presidential Elections in Nigeria and that of the recently concluded 2019 is a good example of how the voters give much emphasis on ethnic, religious and regional rationality than performances.
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Results and discussion
This section presents the analysis of the data gathered by the researcher for interpretation and research findings. The discussion was made through the use of tripartite application of concepts including the primary data, existing literature and theoretical framework to support each other.
The 2019 Presidential Election: A general analysis
The 2019 Presidential Election as usual in Nigeria was heralded with tension, blame games, anticipated violence, campaign of calumny, threats and the desire to win at all cost. It was another presentation of the litmus test for Nigerian democratisation. In the first place, over 70 political parties were registered and about seventy-three (73) major candidates and their parties is presented in Appendix A of this work located after the reference section (Refer to the Appendix A for more details). The result indicates a voting pattern of the normal Nigerian political culture as observed by Sule et al. (2017) and Mudasiru (2015) . The Rational Choice Theory of Election too is applicable here especially the 'Swing Votes' syndrome postulated by Lindberg and Weghorst (2010) where ethnic affiliation, religion and region is given much emphasis than performance (See Appendix A).
The Presidential Election in 2019 set another dimension in Nigerian political history because despite the fact that the two major contenders are Muslims, a new scenario emerged in which the APC candidate was identified by religious clerics and other manipulators of religion as pure and moral while the PDP candidate was identified as corrupt and amoral. Furthermore, the main issue hinged on the allegations that the PDP candidate was corrupt. This allegation was supported by the elite class in the country while the APC candidate was portrayed as incorruptible and promasses despite the tacit overlooked of corrupt practices by his closest officials in his last four years in office.
The 2019 Presidential Election has many impacts on the socioeconomic and sociopolitical aspects of the Nigerian state. The incumbent President who won in the Election was pursuing aggressive infrastructural construction in the country which is believed to have future socioeconomic benefits to the people. He also embarked on economic diversification especially in agriculture, social investments programmes which all have economic and social benefits. Hadn't it been the PDP candidate win, he may stop the policies and initiate his own because of the usual culture of discontinuity in policies in Nigeria. politically, the power sharing is balanced because there was a gentleman agreement and understanding that after the two-term tenure, the power will shift to the southern part of the country but, if the PDP is assumed to have win, this arrangement will be reversed because the winner may have another fresh two-term tenure to spend and that will translate into straight 12 years Presidential tenure for the North.
Voting pattern and geopolitical distribution
The voting pattern and geopolitical distribution of the 2019 Presidential Election indicate the continuous culture of Nigerian voters towards their leaders in an election. The APC candidate has a stronghold of the Northwest and Northeast as the traditional supporting ground that he has since his inception of contest for the Presidential seat in 2003 because of religious, ethnic and regional factor since he is a Hausa/Fulani Muslim from the dominant region of his ethnic and religious belonging. The PDP nearly became an official party of the Southsouth and Southwest since 1999 most especially with the emergence of President Goodluck Jonathan from the Southsouth in 2011. As expected, the Northwest and Northeast voted massively for President Buhari while the Southeast and Southsouth voted for Alhaji Atiku Abubakar. This is because President Buhari was considered in the Northwest and Northeast as the charismatic leader that is religious, incorruptible and a dominant Hausa/Fulani that has been contesting from the region since 2003 with overwhelming support whereas Atiku Abubakar is perceived by the Northwest and Northeast as corrupt, elite-oriented and pro-southern part of the country. The Southeast and Southsouth saw President Buhari as religious bigot and ethnic chauvinist in which Atiku was not to them. Besides, PDP is a strongest and dominant party in the Southeast and Southsouth, hence any candidate in that party irrespective of his background may get the highest votes there. The Northcentral was shared among the two leading contenders with the APC candidate winning in four of the six states but with a narrow margin. The Southwest zone presented a surprise because it is seen as one of the strongholds of APC. The Action Congress of Nigeria (ACN), and the political godfather in the region Asiwaju Bola Ahmed Tinubu spearheaded the alliance and formation of the APC to have access to corridors of power and possibly to have the power returned to the Southwest after the eight years of President Buhari. The APC national leader Bola Ahmed Tinubu is from there and the zone benefitted more than any other in terms of major political offices and infrastructure in the 4-years of the APC regime. However, the votes seemed to be shared almost equally between the APC and the PDP in the region which indicates a low level of patronage and a political culture of that geopolitical zone. This analysis is presented below in the table below. The voting pattern from the above table shows that the APC candidate secured huge votes from the Northeast and Northwest to emerge victorious while the PDP candidate secured his major votes from the Southeast and Southsouth. This is because President Buhari is perceived in these two regions as religious bigot and ethnic chauvinist while Atiku Abubakar as a true nationalist with alliance across the nation and also because of the fact that the PDP has been the dominant party in the regions since 1999 and all the previous Presidential candidates won in a landslide victory in the regions under the platform of the PDP. The remaining two zones of Northcentral and Southwest were shared between the two major contenders. The voting pattern will take a different dimension in 2023 when the Presidency may likely shift to the Southwest where a larger voter turnout may be witnessed and a lesser one in the North. This is so because each region in Nigeria voted massively when a candidate is from that region with similar religion and ethnic group since the politics of manipulation of religion and ethnicity have gained ground in the country beyond redemption for many decades. This view has been justified by Falola & Heaton (2008) , Sule et al. (2018) and Mudasiru (2015) . Additionally, the Rational Choice Theory of Election can explain the reason behind this voting pattern because the Northeast and Northwest being a Hausa/Fulani and a Muslim dominated area voted hugely for President Buhari's APC obviously due to the perception that he is closer to them than Atiku of PDP. 
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